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ABSTRACT 

This Annual Institutional Controls Assessment Report documents the 
inspection of institutional controls mandated for sites in Waste Area Group 2 
(Test Reactor Area) at the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental 
Laboratory by the Final Record of Decision for Test Reactor Area Operable 
Unit 2-1 3 at Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory and the 
Explanation of Signijcant Differences to the Record of Decision for Test Reactor 
Area Operable Unit 2-1 3. The United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 10 and the State of Idaho Department of Environmental Quality require 
inspection of institutional controls and documentation of findings. These 
activities were performed on April 23, 2003. Follow-up inspection of the covers 
and barriers was conducted on June 18, 2003. This report hlfills the annual 
requirement. 
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FY 2003 Annual Institutional Controls Assessment 
Report for the Test Reactor Area, 

Operable Unit 2-13 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this Annual Institutional Controls Assessment Report is to document the Fiscal 
Year (FY) 2003 assessment conducted at the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Liability Act (CERCLA) (42 USC 9601 et seq.) sites in Waste Area Group (WAG) 2, Operable Unit 
(OU) 2-13 at the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory (INEEL). Refer to Figure 1 
for a map of the INEEL Site showing the location of the Test Reactor Area (TRA). This report contains 
all elements presented in the Operations andMaintenance Plan for the Final Selected Remedies and 
Institutional Controls at Test Reactor Area, Operable Unit 2-13 (DOE-ID 2000a) Section 7. Refer to 
Figure 2 for a map of the Test Reactor Area with the locations of the CERCLA sites. 

1 .I FY 2003 Institutional Controls Assessment 

The assessment of the institutional controls (ICs) at the 15 sites under OU 2-13 was conducted as 
specified in the Record of Decision (DOE-ID 1997a) and the Explanation of Significant Differences 
(DOE-ID 2000b). Two members of the INEEL Surveillance, Monitoring and Long-Term Operations 
staff, accompanied by a representative of WAG 2, performed the assessment on April 23, 2003. An 
Institutional Control Assessment Checklist was completed for each of the 15 sites and the four 
ROD-pending sites. The completed forms and photographs are available in the appendices to this 
document. 

Operation and maintenance (O&M) inspections of the Warm Waste Pond, Chemical Leach Pond, 
Sewage Leach Pond, and Sewage Leach Pond Soil Contamination Area were conducted on April 23, 
2003 in accordance with the requirements identified in the Operations and Maintenance Plan 
(DOE-ID 2000a). Inspection records are available in Appendix A. A follow-up O&M inspection was 
performed on June 18, 2003, to assess the condition of vegetation, as recommended in the earlier 
inspection. 

The Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory Comprehensive Facility and Land 
Use Plan (DOE-ID 1997b) documents current and anticipated land and facility use at the INEEL. The 
WAG 2 portion of the Comprehensive Facility and Land Use Plan (CFLUP) (DOE-ID 1997b) has been 
evaluated as part of the 2003 assessment. 
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Figure 1. Location of TRA on the INEEL Site. 



Figure 2. Test Reactor Area showing locations of CERCLA sites. (Numbers in circles are Site Codes 
listed in Table 1.) 



2. INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS ASSESSMENT RESULTS FOR 2003 

The assessment team visited 14 sites on April 23, 2003. Fifteen WAG 2 sites were evaluated in the 
CFLUP (DOE-ID 1997b). The subsurface Snake fiver Plane Aquifer/Deep Perched Water System site 
was not visited, but was reviewed in the CFLUP for controls. A summary of assessment findings is listed 
in Table 1. 

Table 1. Assessment summarv of Test Reactor Area sites. 2003. 
Site Assessment 

Code Site Name Findings Recommendations CFLUP comments Actions taken 
TRA-03 

TRA-06 

TRA-08 

TRA- 13 

None 

TRA- 15 

TRA- 19 

TRA Warm 
Waste Pond 
(sediments) 

TRA Chemical 
Waste Pond 
(TRA-70 1) 

TRA Cold 
Waste 
Disposal Pond 

TRA Sewage 
Leach Pond 

(TRA-702) 

(2) by 
TRA-732 
Sewage Leach 
Pond Soil 
Contamination 
Area 

TRA Hot 
Waste 
Tanks 2, 3, 
and 4 at 
TRA-6 13 
(TRA 713-B, 
713-C, and 
713-D) 
TRA Rad 
Tanks 1 and 4 
at TRA-630, 
replaced by 
Tanks 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 
(TRA-730-1, 
730-2,730-3, 
and 730-4) 

White 
“ECA’ sign 
present 

White 
“ECA’ sign 
present 

White 
“ECA’ sign 
present 

White 
“ECA’ sign 
present 

This site is 
shown on 

sign only 
TRA- 13 

No 
deficiencies 
found 

No 
deficiencies 
found 

Recommend replacing 
“ECA’ sign with 
orange IC signs. 

Recommend replacing 
“ECA’ sign with 
orange IC signs. 

Recommend replacing 
“ECA’ sign with 
orange IC signs. 

Recommend replacing 
“ECA’ sign with 
orange IC signs. 

Recommend placing 
IC signs. 

Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 

Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 

Information is 
correct. 

Information is 
correct. 

Information is 
correct. 

Information is 
correct. 

Not in the CFLUP, 
needs to be entered 

Information is 
correct. Spelling 
error found. 

Picture and 
comment will be 
revised. IC 
information is 
correct. 

Signs are being 
replaced. Site was 
visited 6-18-03 to 
check growth of 
vegetation 
Signs are being 
replaced. Site was 
visited 6-18-03 to 
check vegetation. 
Signs are being 
replaced. 

Signs are being 
replaced. . Site was 
visited 6-18-03 to 
check vegetation 
Site has been 
entered in the 
CFLUP under the 
name 

Signs are being 
placed. . Site was 
visited 6-18-03 to 
check vegetation 
Signs are being 
replaced. 

“TRA-13SCA’. 

CFLUP 
information has 
been revised and 
signs are being 
replace. 
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Table 1. (continued). 
Site 

Code 
TRA-Y 

TRA-6 19 

TRA-626 

TRA-653 

TRA-04 

TRA-34 

TRA-X 

TRA- 
GW 

Assessment 
Findings 

No 
deficiencies 
found 

Site Name 
Brass Cap 
Area 

Recommendations 
Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 
Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 
Recommend re-setting 
the signpost and sign. 

CFLUP comments 
Information is 
correct. 

Actions taken 
Signs are being 
replaced 

TRA PCB spill 
at TRA-6 19 

Area is in 
construction 
site at 
present and 
sign and 
sign post are 
leaning 
against 
building 
No 
deficiencies 
found 

Information is 
correct. 

Signs are being 
replaced 

TRA PCB spill 
at TRA-626 

Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 
Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 
Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 

Information is 
correct. 

Signs are being 
replaced 

TRA PCB spill 
at TRA-653 

No 
deficiencies 
found 

Information is 
correct. 

Signs are being 
replaced 

No photograph, 
information is 
correct. 

A photograph has 
been placed in the 
CFLUP. Signs are 
being replaced 

TRA Warm 
Waste 
Retention 
Basin, surficial 
sediments 

TRA North 
Storage Area 

(TRA-712) 

No 
deficiencies 
found 

One “ECA” 
sign 

Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 

Site has posting 
without 
information; need 
to revise and add 
photograph. 
Information is 
correct. 

CFLUP 
information has 
been revised and 
signs are being 
replace. 
Signs are being 
replaced. 

Hot Tree Site Sign is white and lacks 
“You Are Here” mark. 
Recommend replacing 
with orange IC sign. 
Update the CFLUP. 

No 
deficiencies 
found 

Perched Water 
and Snake 
River Plain 
Aquifer 
Groundwater 

None Information is 
inadequate; need to 
discuss well 
drilling and land 
use controls. 

CFLUP 
information has 
been revised. No 
photograph is 
available. No signs 
are reauired. 

CFLUP = Comprehensive Facility and Land Use Plan 
T U  = Test Reactor Area 
IC = institutional control 
PCB = polychlorinated biphenyl 
ECA = Environmentally Controlled Area 
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Fourteen institutional control sites at WAG 2 are posted with warning signs and are access 
controlled. (The fifteenth IC site, the ground water contamination site, does not require signs.) While 
warning signs are present, they are not consistent throughout WAG 2 and are not consistent with the other 
WAGs at the INEEL. The frequency of the signs at WAG 2, the format of information, and the color of 
the signs should be consistent throughout WAG 2 and consistent with other WAGs at the INEEL. 
Therefore, it is recommended that the IC signs be replaced at WAG 2 CERCLA sites prior to the 2004 
annual assessment. 

The April 2003 assessment determined that the CFLUP (DOE-ID 1997b) correctly lists the 
CERCLA restrictions and controls. Only these exceptions were noted: 

0 TRA-34 lacks data and a photograph 

0 The Soil Contamination Area around TRA- 13 Sewage Leach Pond is not included 

The Snake fiver Plane Aquifer/Deep Perched Water System needs to be revised to discuss well 
drilling and land use restrictions. 

The CERCLA module of the CFLUP has been revised to correct the above exceptions and is 
available at CFLUP.INEL.GOV. 
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3. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
ASSESSMENT RESULTS FOR 2003 

Inspection documentation including Institutional Control Assessment Checklists and Inspection 
Report Forms are in Appendix A. Site photographs are in Appendix B. 

3.1 Assessment of Engineered Cover 

The visual perimeter walk-around was performed at the Warm Waste Pond (TRA-03) on April 23, 
2003 and was repeated on June 18, 2003. There was no visible evidence of either subsidence in the 
engineered cover or of animal intrusions. Native plants (green rabbitbrush) and grass species were 
observed growing on the cap. The revegetation areas around the cover show good growth. Warning signs 
and permanent barriers are in place. Refer to Appendix B for photographs of TRA-03 on April 23, 2003. 

3.2 Assessment of Native Covers 

The native covers on the Chemical Waste Pond (TRA-06), the Sewage Leach Pond (TRA-13), and 
Sewage Leach Pond Contamination Area (TRA-13SCA) were inspected on April 23,2003. No signs of 
surface erosion, intrusion or subsidence were observed on or around the soil covers. Due to the timing of 
the assessment, the vegetation on the native covers was brown with minimal spring growth showing. The 
vegetation appears to be dominated by weeds such as halogeton, kochia and Russian thistle. Only 
minimal evidence of recommended species (e.g., grasses and other seedlings) was present. The covers 
were revisited on June 18, 2003 to note the condition later in the growing season. The condition of the 
vegetative cover was improved, with signs of emerging grass as well as native plant growth. Refer to 
Appendix B for photographs of TRA-06, TRA-13 and TRA-13SCA on April 23,2003 and June 18,2003. 

3.3 Radiological Monitoring 

The Operations and Maintenance Plan (DOE-ID 2000a) requires that annual radiological 
monitoring be performed at the following sites: 

Test Reactor Area (TRA)-03 Warm Waste Pond boundary 

TRA-13 Sewage Leach Pond cover 

0 TRA- 13 Soil Contamination Area boundary. 

This monitoring was conducted to identify potential contaminant migration and to ensure that 
existing institutional controls are protective of occupational exposure. The 2003 survey results are 
consistent with those reported last year in FY-2002 Annual Institutional Controls Inspection Report for 
the Test Reactor Area, Operable Units 2-1 3 and 2-1 4 (Final) (INEEL 2002) and with findings in 200 1 
and 2002. No anomalies were identified. The western boundary of TRA-03 once again showed higher 
count rates relative to the rest of the Warm Waste Pond boundary. The 2003 results showed a decrease in 
the count rate from 2002, most likely due to waste removal from this storage area within the TRA fence. 
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4. CONCLUSION 

All inspections required by the Record of Decision (DOE-ID 1997a) and the Explanation of 
Significant Differences (DOE-ID 2000b) were performed and documented in accordance with 
requirements in the Operations and Maintenance Plan (DOE-ID 2000a). All inspections of the OU 2-13 
CERCLA sites) were completed on April 23, 2003. All institutional controls implemented at these sites 
are operating as expected and remain protective of human health and the environment. The O&M 
inspections showed that radiological levels are consistent with previous years. Native soil covers and 
riprap barriers are in good condition and are protective of the environment with no evidence of subsidence 
or animal intrusion. The O&M inspection of vegetation on native soil covers were performed on April 23, 
2003 and repeated on June 18,2003. The condition of the vegetation was poor in April but was improved 
in June. While minor recommendations were noted for correction and are included below. 

4.1 Observations 

The following observations were noted during the required inspections of the 19 sites (15 in 
OU 2-13 ) addressed in this report: 

TRA-06-The surface of the Chemical Waste Pond cap was dominated by various weed species in 
April but desirable plant and grass species were evident in June 

TRA-13-The surface of the Sewage Leach Pond and the associated Sewage Leach Pond Soil 
Contamination Area was dominated by various weed species in April, but desirable plant and grass 
species were evident in June 

The WAG 2 CFLUP information is incomplete or insufficient for several sites 

Signs at some of the CERCLA sites in OU 2-13 are “ECA’(Environmenta1ly Controlled Area) 
signs and not “IC” signs and show the effects of age 

IC signs are not orange 

IC signs do not have “You Are Here” reference markers on maps. 

4.2 Recom men dat i ons 

The following recommendations were noted: 

Allow the vegetation on TRA-06, TRA- 13 and TRA- 13 SCA to hrther establish itself, as signs of 
planted vegetation are increasing 

Revise the information in CFLUP (Note: completed in May 2003) 

Replace signs at OU 2- 13 with orange background IC signs consistent with INEEL standard (Note; 
action in progress) 

Include “You Are Here” information on all new signs (Note: action in progress). 
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Inspection Documents 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATERIME: Auril23.2003 AM: %a4 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jolley Work Packarze Mgr SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Principie Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFOMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TRA- 0-3 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION: W M r ,  
ROD LAND USE: 
CURRENT LAND USE: 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions J 

Warning Signs v 
Fencing 
Control of Activities Y 
Inclusion in CFLUP J 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

y/ 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions 3 

Warning Signs v 
Fencing 
Control of Activities ?/ 
Inclusion in CFLUP I/ 
Property lease or transfer restrictions L. 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Are the institutional controls operational and functional? E S  r/" NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES / NO 

Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] 
Drawing Number(s) 2- 

?D 03 D 2 4' 2. -0 2 *ju 

Page 1 of 2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

OBSERVATIONS TflCl-03 

Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: 

Current Evidence Operational of human intrusion Status of the Site, jJ 
I "  

YES NO- 
ENO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain N/A 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES r/ NO 

All signs intact and readable? : YES L/ ' NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readabIe: YES J' NO 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 
NO ____ N/A v/ YES - 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

If NO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 
DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION : 

YES - NO - 

YES ~ NO ~ NO, 

(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 

Page 2 of 2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERGLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATE/TIME: April 23.2003 l a d  AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mm SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Princiule Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TRA- 0 9  
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION: 
ROD LAND USE: 
CURRENT LAND USE: 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR T€E SITE (check all that apply): 

P - 0 4  ~eknI7b-r. 139xyvl.1 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFI,I.JP 

Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities */ 
Inclusion in Cl?LX.JP cr 

v' 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Warning Signs v 

Property lease or transfer restrictions I/" 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THJZ SITE (check all that apply): 

Warning Signs uc' 

Property lease or transfer restrictions 

Are the institutional controls operational and functional? 'YES J/ NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES - NO 
Drawing Number($ - 
Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] '9 23 * * 3 - 

Pp 0 3 d 2 4 L  - 4 

Page 1 of 2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

-7-%/+774 
OBSERVATIONS 
Current Operational Status of the Site, 
Evidence of human intrusion 
Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES 1*/ NO 

ENO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain NIA 

I! c)- 
A j  d 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES NO.-..- 

All signs intact and readable? : YES L/ * NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 
NIA I/ YES - NO - 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Pennit? 

If NO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 
DEFICIENCIESIOBSERVATION : 
(provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

YES - NO - 

YES - NO - NO, 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 

Page 2 of 2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATE/TIME: April 23.2003 w 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mgr SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

m o n e r  Principle Scientist WAG 2 Re p resentative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TRA- O b  
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

8 SI'IEDESCRIPTION G b  I ELL/ 6) d 
CURRENT LAND USE: n c. t-1 

INSTITUTIONAL, CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

ROD LAND USE: I\ d L > f r ; ' i  & n r g z t p ; c , b . ~ ~  
c 

Visible Access Restrictions J 

Warning Signs L( 

Fencing 
Control of Activities J" 
Inclusion in CFLUP Y 

Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions J 

Fencing 
Control of Activities J 
Inclusion in CFLUP u' 
Property lease or transfer restrictions L/ 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

J 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR TWE SITE (check all that apply): 

Warning Signs J 

Are the institutional controls operational and fbnctional? YES t/ NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES L/ NO 

Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] PD 03 0 A4a" ' 
Drawing Number(s) 7 

Page 1 of2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion AJo 

Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES J NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible &om all avenues of approach: YES v NO 

All signs intact and readable? : YES ’ NO 

Ail Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 

Current Operational Status of the Site, 0 4 @Ce*,/ [A d C T )  

ENO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

UNO, explain 
YES t/ NO 

UNO, explain afl+--+ 

Y l - s  - NO - NIA v/  

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 
Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

..- 
NO J YES ____ 

If NO, explain 4 W Q  nst- f e 4 U - d  Pa r I q 1113&.ll 

Are onIy DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 
YES r/ NO NO, 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations a d o r  suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 

J d  e . n C d f ; c \  @C d i m 4  I;ar nd;7 fdrh  ./&#e 6 3  

Page 2 of 2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATE/TIME: Atxi1 23.2003 1.3 5 AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mnr SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Princide Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TRA- 7 7 ? A  -0 E; 

SITEi DESCRIPTION: C a t B  'b345tiip Doc/  

ROD LAND USE: 3 h A A c r t f d  / cc yr fLc ;  +fiG?",dl 

/F- & MdLC.5 f-c-4 4 

Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

CURRENT LAND USE: 
INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

Visible Access Restrictions 
Warning Signs 

Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 

Notice to affected stakeholders 

Fencing v/  

Property lease or transfer restrictions A 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions 
Warning Signs v 
Fencing J 

Control of Activities J 
Inclusion in CFLUP A/ 
Property lease or transfer restrictions J 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Are the institutional controls operational and functional? YES r/ NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES u NO 

Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] .Pa 0 3 0 ~29'2 - I 
Drawing Number@) c- 

Page 1 of 2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

T f l k  08 

CQ&# 1, II R $  II ceccrdLq eE 4bu-t 
OBSERVATIONS 
Current Operational Status of the Site, 
Evidence of human intrusion .hfa 
Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES v' NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES P NO 

AII signs intact and readable? : YES 4 ' NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 

ENO, explain 

ENO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

ENO, explain N f  A 

NIA YES - NO ~ r /  

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

IfNO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 

YES - NO - 

YES ~ NO ______ NO, 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations andlor suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATEYTIME: April 23.2003 ?:I< AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mgr SMLT OPerations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Waponer Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: - CERCLA Site ID: TRA-17 
OperabIe Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION: a. 

CURREPJT LAND USE: T,&&~"J 
RODLANDUSE: ~ l p c u s ~ , . ; ~  O a t & *  < 

.I d 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions Y 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFL.UP 

Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions v* 
Warning Signs J 
Fencing 
Control of Activities v 
Inclusion in CFLUI? uc 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 

Warning Signs J' 

Property lease or transfer restrictions v/  

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

Notice to affected stakeholders ,Jy/k 
Are the institutional controls operational and functional? YES L.J NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES r/ NO 

Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] m . 0  3 Qz4Ae j 3  

Drawing Number(s) -c- 

Page 1 of2 

A-1 1 



Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

T Q A  * 13 
OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion Ma151 

Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: Y E S  - NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES J NO 

All signs intact and readable? : YES y/ * NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES I;/ NO 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 
YES ~ NO @ 

Current Operational Status of the Site, a 4 Yn +gdMJ&Pp*scAwv 

UNO, explain 

UNO, explain 

ENO, explain 

ENO, explain e F  

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 
NO d YES ~ 

If NO, explain Q l d P  4tbf T&~vrjc.,d & *uY o+ fi &;fr 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Traidd Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 
YES J NO NO, 

DEFICIENCIEWOBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

S P a r " S  c G r a d %  0 bacrL&h6 77 . L J ~ % . +  ih .jt,.fi< 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 

t u t a d C O d 4 m e Y X  ir\ 4eGc I Z f i i J  

cp,1/L# Q k 5 t O  a P  a P W  p u . 3  uaL/A -..!+!pa 
U 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATErTT_ME: A d  23.2003 Q,'4 AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mgr SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Princiole Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: - CERCLA Site ID: T U -  13s1:A 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION: 
ROD LAND USE: 
CURRENTLANDUSE: 
INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

&a@ 1c*LcIcL m& s ai -/dnA*rr;td*R/cc, 
.cn& + r : d  

ZLLpL! *I tc r,k 1 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 

Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions J 
Warning Signs J 

Fencing 
Control of Activities L 
Inclusion in CFLUP A 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 

Warning Signs r, 

Property lease or transfer restrictions v 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

LI 

Notice to affected stakeholders 
Are the institutional controls operational and hnctional? YES 4 NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES J NO 
Drawing Number(s) 
Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] TZ, & 3 02. v;Z - 43 - JPJ 

# 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

7-w - /3 4 
OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion &9 

Waning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES V NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES v NO 

All signs intact and readable? : YES tf * NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 

t 

Current Operational Status of the Site, @Lpl E d  f ? t L j L /  
/ 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain NIA 

YES - NO ____ N/A cI/ 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 
L/ YES - NO I_____ 

ENO, explain g w p f l d  RL*&>d 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trsned Individuals operating at the is: 

ENO, explain 
DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and lor observed) 

YES J NO NO, 

V4.r Rhdtf *.r5&4 ,;t dp r J  

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations andor suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

?Rh Is‘ 
DATE/TIMEI: A d  23.2003 i 0 b V A M  

Persons Conducting Inspection: 
Wendell L Jolley Work Package Mm SMLT Operations 

Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

/ 

SITE INFORMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TRA- I5 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION “(1Zbks z., 3 4 L/ 
ROD LAND USE: C , & & . I  

CURRENT LAND USE: p fnq 
# - -  

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR TWE SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions J 
Warning Signs r /  
Fencing J 
Control of Activities Y 
Inclusion in CELUP 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions L 

Warning Signs v‘ 
Fencing vc 
Control of Activities Lr 

Property lease or transfer restrictions 

v 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

Inclusion in CFLUP v‘ 

Notice to affixted stakeholders 
/ 

Are the institutional controls operational and hnctional? YES / NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES f l  NO 

Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] YQ u 3 u a  Yr2 - /Y.J+J 

Drawing Number(s) ---.LI 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion a 0  
Current Operational Status of the Site, A GC k p & O d -  &%%r 

Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES NO - 
ENO, explain 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible fiom all avenues of approach: YES v“ NO 
IfNO, explain 

All signs intact and readable? : YES u‘ * NO 
IfNO, explain 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 
ENO, explain 

Required Stakeholder 

YES - 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 
YES .r/ NO 

If NO, explain q w  P r c c a i r c 4  
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

IfNO, explain r/ 
YES - NO - NO, 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATE/TIME: ADril23. 2003 i i :01 AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mm SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: - CERCLA Site ID: TRA- 19 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

K k s  & 7 - R  - 4 3 ~ ~  I" SITE DESCRIPTION: 
ROD LAND USE: <&&&$&I? 

INSTITUTIONAL, CONTROLS WQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

CURRENT LAND USE: .Z;& 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 

Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions u" 

Fencing 
Control of Activities J 
Inclusion in CFLUP L, 

L, 
Notice to aflF;eeted stakeholders 

Warning Signs Lc 

Property lease or transfer restrictions I/ 

INSTITUTIONAL, CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

Warning Signs L/ 

Property lease or transfer restrictions 

Are the institutional controls operational and functional? YES w NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES t, NO 
Drawing Numbexfs) 
Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] p p  0 4 u ;t*/t 4 i 

- 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

Tfl fi ‘19 
OBSERVATIONS 
Current Operational Status of the Site, 
Evidence of human intrusion 
Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES v NO 

IfNO, explain 
Warning Signs Clearly Visible fiom all avenues of approach: YES L/ NO 

IfNO, explain 
All signs intact and readable? : YES I/ * NO 

IfNO, explain 

C C J  *cCt40P$a * .J a c  L e w 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 
IfNO, explain m 

Reauired Stakeholder Notices distributed: 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINA’IXD SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

IfNO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

I/ NO YES ~ 

YES v NO NO, 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations andor suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATEIT=: A d  23.2003 ?U!AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jolley Work Package Mgr SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Princide Scientist WAG 2 ReFresentative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TRA- 3 9  

SI= DESCRIPTION M6 r f e s  

Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

1 f cf'(rL! / . R  d i n  1oa:L.a hh /e abrrr &U 
<Md&Sfr l"rOL( / a 4 

ROD LAM) USE: 
CURRENT LAND USE: I 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions Lr 

Warning Signs v 
Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLW 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions 
Warning Signs 
Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLW 

Notice to aff ied stakeholders 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR TfJE SITE (check all that apply): 

Property lease or transfer restrictions u/" 

Are the institutional controls operational and fbnctional? =S C NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES NO 
Drawing Number(s) 
Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] T U  0 3 Ol -yb  1 c* J-3 

L 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

7%Jt43q 
OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion fll 
Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES v’ NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible ii-om al l  avenues of approach: YES Y, NO 

All signs intact and readable? : YES v/ * NO 

Current Operational Status ofthe Site, &,w f d f  

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain t 

IfNO, explain 
All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 

ENO, explain m 
Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 

NO ~ @ YES - 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SI[TES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

If NO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 

YES - NO - 

YES - NO - NO, 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficiai): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATEDIME: April 23,2003 I191 AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mgr SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: - CERCLA Site ID: TRA- &I? I 

Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION: 9cs s a  - m p .  - 6 i 9  
ROD LAND USE: 
CURRENT LAND USE: 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS R € ? Q W D  FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

- C / F I  4.1 
"c n&e 1Lrd 

Visible Access Restrictions 
Warning Signs L) 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions 
Warning Signs Y 
Fencing 
Control of Activities ,, 
Inclusion in CFLUP Y 

Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

Are the institutional controls operational and functional? YES NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES L" NO 
Drawing Number(s) L"- 

Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log} 0 3 OZL/a. -2 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

OBSERVATIONS 
Current Operationd Status of the Site, 
Evidence of human intrusion 

la+ - .  
F )  r kru. &ere in d r c t n c f i i  ~#.kr;vu: rAsr~rr l ; f ;ph 

Warning Signs ClearIy Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES v NO 
IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain t 

IfNO, explain 

w Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES "0- 

All signs intact and readable? : YES / ' NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 

Required Stakeholder Notices dist&%&: 
YES - NO @ 

IfNO, explain m 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under m appro ed Radiological Work Permit? 

If NO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

IfNO, explain 
DEFICIENCIESIOBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

YES - No -@ 
Y-ES - PJO - NO, 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recomendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATERIME: Ami1 23.2003 I ! l t O A M  
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jolley Work Package Mm SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Omrations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TW- La 6 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SI= DESCRIPTION Tc, 0 S O  -#/I 1.u 7-73 A- 6a, 6 
hA lfL< trtaf 

CURRENT LAND USE: G fid < f p i  a/ 

f l  ROD LAND USE: 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 

Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Warning Signs cr 

INSTITUTIONAL C0N"ROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 

Warning Signs L- 

Inclusion in CJ?LI.JP 1/" 

Are the institutional controls operational and fbnctional? YES y NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site a d a b l e ?  YES @- NO 
Drawing Number(s) 
Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] ';p;D U 3  0 2 q 2  -2 ':$f 

- 
f 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites q-p A- 6 26 

OBSERVATIONS 
current operational Status ofthe site, f l  o o?d ii y\ 

Evidence of human intrusion N o  
Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES v' NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES !/ NO 

All signs intact and readable? : YES L/ ' NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are dreadable: YES NO 

ENO, explain 

ENO, explain t 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 
Required Stakeholder Notices 

YES - 

RADIOJBGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

IfNO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

IfNO, explain 
DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

YES ___ No -VF 

YES - NO - NO, 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
provide any recommendations andor suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 

Page 2 of 2 

A-24 



Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATERIME: A~ril23.2003 A b Y 3  AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mgr SNLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

rr SITE INFORMATION: -- CERCLA Site ID: TRA- L C, 3 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION & ?;;'A- 6 S? 

CIJWFNI"TANDUSE: C f i d k r f r , .  & / 
ROD LAND USE: c 

INSTITUTIONAL. CONTROLS REQUIRED FOR THE SITE (check alI that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP J 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Warning Signs L" 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVEiD FOR T€€E SITE (check all that apply): 

Warning Signs v 

Are the institutional controls operational and functional? YES w NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? ms &- NO 
Drawing Number(s) 
Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] 7i> 

-cc 

3 02 42 -22 Jv 
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Site Inspection Form 
GERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

r-r?P-i;53 

OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion hf n 

Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES L/ NO 
IfNO, explain 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible fiom all avenues of approach: YES L/ NO 
IfNO, explain 

All signs intact and readable? : YES f/  NO 
If NO, explain 

All Site Boundary Monuments are intact and readable: YES NO 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 
YES ~ NO @ 

Current Operational Status of the Site, &e4 wTm 

I 

ENO, explain & 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

If NO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

If NO, explain 

hllA YES - NO - 

YES - NO ~ NO, 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or obsewed) 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations andlor suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DAlZlTIME: A d  23- 2003 lo30 AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mgr SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator S m T  Operations 
Name Title Organization 

Deborah Wagoner Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 
Name Title Organization 

SITE INFORMATION: - CERCLA Site ID: TRA- x 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE DESCRIPTION 
ROD LAND USE: 
CURRENTLANDUSE: 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS W Q m D  FOR "HE SITE (check all that apply): 

%&GL 4 f- rt *L/ 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Mvi t i e s  
Inclusion in CFLUP 

Notice to affected stakeholders 

Visible Access Restrictions 

Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 
Property lease or transfer restrictions 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Warning Signs L" 

Property lease or transfer restrictions t/ 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check alI that apply): 

Warning Signs J - 
Are the institutional controls operational and functional? YES c/ NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES L/ NO 

Photograph identification number [see attached photo number log] Pr, 0 3 a 242 
Drawing Number(s) --rcrcF 

23. 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion W a n t  

Current Operational Status of the Site, IUd &&A 

Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES V' NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible from all avenues of approach: YES -w NO 

All signs intact and readable? : YES u' ' NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are 

Required Stakeholder Notices distributed: 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, expiain 

YES - NO - @ 
RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMKNATED SITES ONLY 

Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

IfNO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operathg at the is: 

ENO, explain 

YES - No --@ 

YES - NO - NO, 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and lor observed) 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

DATE/TIME: A~ril23.2003 ." tn4s"AM 
Persons Conducting Inspection: 

Wendell L Jollev Work Package Mm SMLT Operations 
Name Title Organization 

D Renee Fitch IC Coordinator SMLT Opwatio I15 
Name Title Organization 

Name Title Organization 
Deborah Wagoner Principle Scientist WAG 2 Representative 

SITE INFORMATION: - CERCLA Site ID: TRA- Y 
Operable Unit: OU 2-13 

SITE! DESCRIPTION ca.'?Jc (?-&ti? 6LfCQ 

ROD LAND USE: 
CURRENT LAND USE: 
INS"UTI0NAL CONTROLS REQIJIRED FOR "E SITE (check all that apply): 

Visible Access Restrictions 
Warning Signs t/ 
Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP 

Notice to affected stakeholders 
Property iease or transfer restrictions u, 

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS OBSERVED FOR THE SITE (check all that apply): 
Visible Access Restrictions 
Warning Signs v' 
Fencing 
Control of Activities 
Inclusion in CFLUP I/ 
Propetty lease or transfer restrictions J 
Notice to affected stakeholders 

Are the institutional controls operational and functional? YES I/ NO 
Are surveyed maps of the site available? YES ,I NO 
Drawing Number@) 
Photograph identification number [see attached photo number Iod PD 03 daq2* c3 '*To 

- 
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Site Inspection Form 
CERCLA Institutional Control Sites 

OBSERVATIONS 

Evidence of human intrusion M.&$ 
Warning Signs Clearly Indicate Hazards Present at the Site: YES t/ NO 

Warning Signs Clearly Visible fiom all avenues of approach: 

All signs intact and readable? : YES J ' NO 

All Site Boundary Monuments are andreadable: YES NO 

Current Operational Status of the Site? Lja a&m 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain 

IfNO, explain v 

YES L-" NO 

Required Stakehofder Notices 
YES _I__ 

RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATED SITES ONLY 
Are workers operating under an approved Radiological Work Permit? 

UNO, explain 
Are only DOE Radiological Worker Trained Individuals operating at the is: 

YES - NO -V/k 

DEFICIENCIES/OBSERVATION: 
(Provide a description of any deficiencies noted and /or observed) 

IMPROVEMENTS: 
(Provide any recommendations and/or suggestions for additional ICs which could be 
implemented at this site which would be beneficial): 
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SITE INSPECTION PHOTO NUMBER LOG 

PHOTO NUMBER 

PDO30242-11 .JPG 
PD030242-03 .JPG 

PD030242-02.JPG 

€'~030242-13.JPG 

WASTE SITE ID: W A G  2 GROUP NUMBER: O U  2-13 
DATE: April 23.2003 TIME OF DAY( if applicable): o n  log 
WEATHER CONDITIONS: Rain and cool temperatures. rain stopping at noon 
ROLL NUMBER: Digital camera 

LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION Time 

m - 0 8  gate 8:35 AM 
Weedslvegetation in TRA-03 riprap 8:40 AM 
ECA Sign at TRA-03 west side 9:09 AM 

ECA sign at TRA-l3/SCA 9:15 AM 
PD030242-09 JPG 
PD030242-16.JPG 
PDO30242-23 JPG 
PD030242-22 JPG 
PD030242-01 JPG 
PD030242-14 JPG 
PD030242-07 JPG 

PD030242-06 JPG 

PDO30242-21 JPG 

PDO30242-15 JPG 

ECA sign at T U 4 6  9 20 AM 

m - 3 4  9 4 1  AM 

TRA-x 10 30 AM 

TRA-653 PCB Slte 10 40 AM 
m - y  10 45 AM 

TRA-15 10 50 AM 
TRA-O~ 10 55 AM 
TRA-04 10 51 AM 
m - 6 2 6  PCB Site 11 O O A M  

~ ~ 4 - 1 9  11 01 AM 
I PD030242-20.JPG 1 TRA-619 PCB Site 

PHOTOS TAKEN ON JUNE 18,2003, clear warm day 

11:06 AM 

PD030242-1O.JPG 

PD030242-12.JPG 

I PD030242-24.JPG I Close-up of new growth on TRA-13 

Vegetation on TRA-06 11:25 AM 
TRA-13 and SCA 11:30 AM 

11:32 AM 
PD030242-04.JPG 

PD030242-05.JPG 

~ ~~ 

TRA-03 WWP, monument 11:15 AM 
TRA-03 WWP, ECA sign 11:18 AM 

A-34 


